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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication{s) filed on 03 April 2006 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 
Claim 22 is objected to because of the following informalities: at line 4, 
"dispensing" should read "dispensing area". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 25-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 25, it not clear how the recited "support on the extension" provides 
support to the housing or how it provides support at a surface on which the dispenser is 
positioned. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 22, 25, 26, 28, 30 and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Webster et al. 

There is disclosed in Webster a beverage dispenser, comprising: a housing 
including a body and an overhanging portion 12, the overhanging portion extending 
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from the body and defining a dispensing area, the dispensing area being sized to 
receive servers 2 positioned below the overhanging portion; an extension (figure 1) 
protruding from the body of the housing in the dispensing area and positioned to 
accommodate the servers; at least one wall of the extension spaced from the 
overhanging portion (front and side walls of the extension spaced from the left and right 
sides of the overhanging portion); a support (front and side walls) on the extension 
providing support to the housing; and a void in the dispensing area between the 
extension and the overhanging portion (void defined by top of overhanging portion 
which extends further than the extension into the dispensing area and where the 
extension front wall ends within the dispensing area), wherein the user can access a 
faucet 3, 4 the extension from the void. 

Claim Rejections * 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Webster et al. in view of Roberts. 

Roberts discloses the use of servers having dispensing faucets thereon. It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to substitute the servers of Webster with 
those disclosed in Roberts, in order to allow serving and storage of a beverage at a 
remote location. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 27 and 29 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 3-14. 17-21 and 24 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Reginald L. Alexander whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1395. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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